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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

REVP. No. 184  OF 2019

S.P. Dubey S/o Shri K.N. Dubey Aged About 42 Years Presently Working 
As RPF Head Constable, Office Of Security Control, RPF Nagpur, Division 
Nagpur, District Nagpur (Maharashtra)

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. Union Of India Through -  The Secretary,  Railway Board, Rail  Bhawan, 
New Delhi 

2. Deputy Director Sec(E) Railway Board, New Delhi

3. Director  General  Railway  Protection  Force,  Bilaspur  Division,  Bilaspur 
Chhattisgarh

4. Principal Chief Secretary Commissioner RPF, South East Central Railway, 
Bilaspur Chhattisgarh

5. Assistant Secretary Commissioner RPF, H.Q. S.E.C. Railway, Bilaspur , 
Chhattisgarh

                            ---Respondent(s)

For Petitioner :  Mr. C.J.K. Rao, Adv.
For Respondents :  Mr. Aman Kesharwani on behalf of Rajkumar 

   Gupta, Adv.

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy
Order on Board

25.09.2019
1. The  review  petition  has  sought  for  against  the  order  dated 

08.07.2019 passed in WPS No. 4956 of 2019. The review has been 

sought on the ground that the petitioner, at the first instance, was not 

able to bring to the notice of the Court certain additional grounds i.e . 

the  Competency  of  the  authority  who  has  passed  the  impugned 

order under challenge in the writ petition. This Court is of the firm 

opinion that such grounds would not available for the petitioner for 

reviewing of an order passed on merits by this Court based on the 

submissions,  pleadings  that  the  petitioner  had  made  at  the  first 

instance. 
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2. Subsequent information, subsequent materials or facts gathered by 

the petitioner can not be a ground for reviewing of already existing 

order. The law so far as review is concerned, it is by now well settled 

that the review would be permissible only in the event if there is an 

error  apparent  on the face of  record and that  which are glaringly 

visual. The review petition filed could not show any glaring error on 

the face of record in the judgment of this Court.

3. Accordingly, the review petition is dismissed.

            Sd/--
   (P. Sam Koshy)

Judge
Jyotijha


